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^ RECEIVED 
CENTRAL FAX CENTER 

"0^ 22 2006 

REMARKS 

This is intenclfcHl iv> a full cciaipl*^ rr:?;pnns« tr> the Office Action dated Augu-st 
23, 2006, having a shortened statutory period for response set to axptre on Novp,mher 9.^, 
2006. Applicants respectfully request entry and consideration of the above noted 
amendments and the following remarks in response to the OflSce Action, 

Applicants have amended claim 1. However, Applicants submit that support for 
such amendment is found m at least original claims 2 and 3. Further, Applicants submit 
that such amendment does not reqxiire a new search as the amendment includes only the 
subject matter of original dependent claims. 

OBJECTIONS: 

The abstract stands objected to. Applicants have rqplaced the legal phraseolo©^ 
therein and respectfully request withdrawal of the objection. 

The drawings stand objected to. Claim 11 has been cancelled without prejudice. 
Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the objecdon. 

The disclosure stands objected to. Applicants respectfully diasagree fliat a 
reference to and brief description of the drawing is missing from the specification. Such 
information is mcluded m paragraph 10. Therefore, Applicants respectfully request 
withdrawal of the objection. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS: 

Clauns 1-16 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph. Applicants 
have amended claims 1, 7 and 1 0 and respectfully request withdrawal of flie rejection. 

Claims 1-14 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 6,353,088 (Fujitakd) or U.S. Patent No. 4,808,262 (Aneja) in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 4,834,172 {Durari). The Office Action states that the process of Fujitaka 
or Aneja differs from the claimed invention in that they do not teach heating tubes 
comprising a return tube nested inside of a supply tube. The Office Action fiirther states 
that to substitute the nested tubes of Durm for the heat exchanger serving as heater of 
Fujitaka or Aneja to arrive at the clakned invention would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill m the art. 
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A utilLu icv^jtiptJ.fiilly^kli.'safijrpc, First. Applicants submit that ft -would have not 
been ubviuus tu unc uf oidiiizuy skill in the oxt to incorporate the heating apparatus of 
Duron into the heating mechanisms of Ftgitaka or Aneja, There is no motivation, such as 
a suggestion to use such heating apparatus for the devolatilization of polymers, nor a 
teaching as to how to incorporate the heating apparatus of Duron into the heating 
mechanisms of Ftijitaka oxAneja. 

Second, even if the heating apparatus of Duron was mcorporated into tte heating 
mechanisms of Fujitaka or Aneja, one would still not arrive at the claimed invention. 
The heatmg apparatus of Duron does not teach, show or suggest mtroducing a heat 
transfer fluid into the supply tube, passing the heat transfer fluid (e.^., tiie same fluid) 
fix>m the supply tube to the return tube and withdrawing the heat transfer fluid fix)m the 
return tube, as recited in the amended claims. Duron teaches passing one heat transfer 
fluid through specified conduits and another {e.g,^ different) heat transfer fluid through 
nested conduits. Neither of the fluids re-enter the heating apparatus via another tube. 
Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the rejection- 
Applicants further submit tihat the OfiSce Action stated that claims 15-16 were 
rejected However, there was no substantive rejection of such in the OfSce Action. 

In conclusion, Aiq}licants submit that the references cited in the OfQce Action, 
neitiier alone nor in combination, teach, show, or suggest die claimed features. Having 
addressed all issues set out in the Office Action, Applicants respectftdly submit that the 
claims are in condition for allowance and respectfully request the same. Applicants 
further submit that ttie OfiSce Action stated that claims 15-16 were rejected. However, 
there was no rejection of such in Ifae Office Action. 
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The priur -^i made uf record Is noted. However, it is believed tliat tlie secondeuy 
xc-fcit^iiuocrfiAC liOiiiVM'c- p^jrtisLOXXt ^ <isc-s\ppKcQstf<j' ^dsadcours- than- dicp^siasscx^^ y^fcrcacco-- 
cited in the Office Action. Therefore,; it is believed that a detailed discussion of the 
secondary references is not deemed necessary for a full and complete response to this 
OfSce Action. Accordingly, allowance of the claims is respectfully requested. 




Registration] 

38 Hope Farm Road 
Missouri City, Texas 77459 
Telephone: 281-778-8934 
Fascimile: 281-778-8937 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 
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